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FRIDAY, JULY 2, 1886. 

ECONObiICvS A N D  JURISPRUDEhVE. 

MR. INGRAN,in llis excellent aiticle upon po- 
litical economy in the ' Encyclopaedia Britannica,' 
states as a characteristic feature of the historical 
school of economists, that they recognize a closc 
relation to exist between economics and juris-
prudence. "The point," he says (and this he 
takes from Dr. Adolph Wagner of the University 
of Berlin), L'upon \~-hich all turns, is the old ques- 
tion of the relation of the individual to the com- 
munity. Whoever, with the older juristic and 
political philosophy and national economy, places 
the incli~idual in the centre, comes necessarily to 
tho untenable results which, in the econorllic field, 
the physiocratic and Smithian school of free com- 
petition has set up. Wagner, on the contrary, in- 
vestigates before every thing else the conditioits of 

opinions of society, expressed in law, by which 
rights and duties, liberties and linlitations, are 
determined for individual meinbers of society. 

Economics, on tlie other hand, deals wlth in- 
dustrial activity. I t  has to do with men, with 
corporations, and with governnlents as industrial 
agents. I t  may, indeed, be properly defined as 
the science of industrial society ; and one obtains 
for the first time a clear view of its general bear- 
iilg ~ v h e n  he discerns its subordinate relation to 
the science of society as a whole. The nlatcrial 
out of which this ~cience is built includes, lo, the 
economic nature of man, to which all industrial 
activity may be traced ; 2", the material surroul~d- 
ings of men, to whose physical laws their in-
dustrial activity will in the long-rnn conform ; 
3", the legal structure of society, which con-
ditions the exercise of such industrial rights as 
are granted. None of these factors may be dis- 
regarded by the economist, if he u~ould arrive at  

econonlic life of the cominunity, and, in s~~bord i -  correct conclusions respecting the industrial ac- 
nation to this, determines the sphere of the eco-
nornic freedom of the indi\idual." It is my pur- 
pose in what follo\rs to expand somewhat the 
view thus expressed, and to show \?by it is im- 
possible for the economist to arri7.e at just con-
clusions in econoinic matters uilless hc consciously 
allows hls thought to be influenced by a h e n  ap- 
preciation of the science of jurisprudence, as also 
of the juridical structure of the society to which 
his attention is addressed. 

I t  may avoid some misapprehension if we state 
clearly a t  the outset what is nieant by the terms 
' jurisprudence ' and ' economics.' In  the hcience 
of jurisprudence it is comnlon to consider the lcgal 
s t l u ~ t n r eof society, that phiase being used in its 
broadest sense. I t  might indeed be said that this 
science builds the franlelvork of society, were 
there not danger of pressing the motaphor so far 
as to give rise to the concel?tion ol a purely rnc-
chanical arrarigenlent in human relations. Ques-
tions of go~ernment ,  if they do not pertain to  
adlninistration or to pure politics, find trrattnent 
under jurisprudence, as also do established cus-
tonls which grant personal rights and liberties, 
and established laws which determine tlie nature 
of property. Or, to state the matter concisely, 
the material out of which a science of juris-
prudence is forlnulated is, lo,"the essential in- 
stitutions of human society, by the use of which 
the objects of that society are carried out through 
the medium of government ;" 2", the ebtablishcd 

tions of men ; and the ' lego-historic' facts, al-
though they may vary from time to time, are of 
as much importance while they last as the per- 
manent facts of nature. Throughout the entire 
history of the world, until the dawn of what we 
tecllnically term ' modern times,' the form of 
undertalrership was dependent on the political 
structure of society. We obserbe property rights 
to have deceloped from communal to peistmal 
ownership ; and with each step in this direction 
there has been a corresponding developinent of 
industrial methods. I t  has frequently btlcn pointed 
out that personal liberty, and the frecdom of ac-
tion that it iml~lies, ~vere necessary to the realiza- 
tion of the industrial organizatio~l \vith which we 
are now familiar. And it is not too m11c11 to sa;7r 
tllat the eoonoinic character of man itself has been 
modified by means of the hereditary transi-riission 
of habits first contracted through the pressure of 
changes in the social structure ; for, as the strolre 
of the shuttle is li~nited by the iranle\rork of the 
loom, so the industrial movetnents of men are 
bound by the liberties of law and of custom, a,nd, 
to carry the metaphor a step further, the indus- 
trial wearing of society is largely determinecl by 
its legal structure. 

If the analysis thus suggested be correct, one 
cannot disregard the close relation that exists 
between economics ancl jurisprudence. Both 
branches of thougbt are part of the larger study 
of society, and neither can be satisfactorily pur- 



sueti to the rxcl~~,- ion of tile other ; a t  lea$ the 
econonlist must holcl ever in  view the juridical 
system of the society with 11 hich hc is concerned 
in order to faliy explain the facts lle may observe. 

Suclr st:~tenrcnts as the above, liowe\ er, do not 
seen1 to aclcrquntcly prescnt tlte viens entertained 
by Eliitorical econom~',ib. Not only tloes the jural 

of jurislx.udencc a l  any tillie accepted 11ns ~nucl i  
to do in giving ::shnl)c :rncl color to tlie acccpttid 
theory of cconomicf;. This is not a rllatler of 
spccr~lation. I t  is cleelarecl by t l ~ e  hislory of both 
jurisprutlence ailil e?coool:~ics cluri~rg the last one 
11undrc1I year:;. It will probably pas.; rvilhout 
question, tllnt po1iiir:al ~rr i ters  of the last ccatury, 
wllose eiitllnsiasm q)r,lng froill n desire for tlle 
free exercise of all manly porn-crs, assuniecl some 
coilception of inalienni~le rights as the basis of all 
their important argunle~nts. 

The rule of authority 7%-11ich they endearored to 
shatter was t1lejzc.r dei; alrd it mas mllolly logical, 
that, ~liider the clirectioli of such a, rule, society 
sho~rltl be regarded as a ~llechanical appli:~i~ce 
]?era~anently irriposeil upon iiieil by sorile poxver 
oatsido society itself. This idea was shattered by 
the victory of' 'rench philosophy, but this did not 
go very f'ilr i11 realizing for the lileil that freedolri 
w1iic.h they soughl. Its full effect, indeed, n-as 
to supplant tlle jzls dci by the 8 1 s  ~ l a l r ~ ~ u e ;and 
thouglr this change nlny have had decitled results, 
extending pclitical rightjs, the new principle aclopted 
exercised as grcat a tyranny over nlen's minds as 
it was eyer possible for any conception of a divine 
arrangement in the affairs of =en to exercise. I t  
was lhis new principle, first !%,ell loriii~~la'iecl by 
political philosopl~ers 111 their criticisin ul>on the 
existing structure of g o ~ e n i ~ l i c a tand jurispru-
dcnce, this desire to sccure some natuml Inw for 
tlie conduct of the afl'airs of ulen, that gave 
character to English political econolnp. Eltglish 
econornx, indeed, is but tlle application of tl:ejus 
naltc.i-cteto ilidustrial affairs. Or, to speali of moil- 
ern econonlists, the historical school itself' is nil 
historical development. The views of this school, 
sals  Mr. Ingram, '' do not appear to have arisen, 
lllre Cointe's theory of sociology, out ot general 
philosophical ideas : t h e j  see111 rather to have 
been suggestccl by a n  extcnsioli to the eco~loniic 
fic.ld of the conception of the historical school of 
jurisprutlcnce, oi which Sal igny was tlle lnost 
eminent represent&\ e. The juristic system is 
not a fixed social phenorneilon, hut is variable 
frorn one stage in the progress of society to 
another: i t  is in  xital relation wltlt tire other 
co-existent social factors ; and what, in the jural 
sphere, is adapted to one period of development, 
is often unfit for another. These ideas were scen 
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to be applicable to the eco~iomic systcm also. The 
relative point of view was thus reachetl, aiid the 
ahsolate attitude was found to be untenable 
Cosmol>olitanisn~ in throry, or the ass~~inption of 
n system cqually true of every country, and what 
has been called pcrl?etualisnr, or the assumption 
of a system apj~licable to every social stage, weie 
alilce cliscreclited. Antl so the Qerrnan historical 
school (of econonrists) appears to h a ~ c  taken its 
rise." 

But we have not yet arrived at  a full statement 
ol thc relation that exists bet\; een ecoilorrlics and 
j~ribl)r~icleilcc. The modern scllool of political 
econviiiy goes further tliair 111erely to iecognize 
thc existciicc of 6ncIi a relation as has bciln iug-
gestetl ahoxe. llaving iormu1:ltecl a tlicory of 
society In 117ith the thcl ~ a r i ~ ~ o i r y  teacl~injis of 
science of historu, the adlrcrcnts of this scllvol 
endea~or  to bring their ecoiloinlc c l ~ c t r i n ~ s  illto 
accord with their soci'll theorj. It would be in- 
corlect to claini uniforll~ity of opinion respecting 
any tlreorj of socirty. Tlle Germans, in the11 
geiicr:tl disc~~ssions. the ~ ~ o t d  use ' state' as rep- 
resenting the fiilal analysis of human relations ; 
English and American nriteri,  when tllel cn-

'nation :' and perhaps 1 shon the lenlllngs of 
lllj 01vi1 iniild in choosirlg t l i ~  word ' societ~.' 
Rut nhc l l~er  ' state,' or ' nation,' or ' socieij,' tile 
fundamental thouglit i,i the same. Thr tllmg 
itself bronqlrt to 7 iew i5 a n  orgdilic gro\\ th, and 
not a lneclianical arrailgement. The spiinqs of 
its actioil are not imposed from nitllont, but lie 
~rhol ly mitlrin itself. The lan of its ow11 der el- 
oplilelit is the on17 pwnlaiient aird unirersal fact 
whicll its anal3 sis discloses : all other facts are 
relati1 e truths ; and tliosc s~ steills of thought 
based upon them, temporary systems. 

But there are two mags 111 n liich this organisin 
-the state, the nation, society -may be le-
garded. It nlay he regarcled as an organism 
moved by no conscious purpose, arid consequently 
n it11 no control 07 er the course of its on n grolt th  ; 
or it may be conceived as a coiltiiluous conscious 
organisrn that is capable of placin;: before itself 
an ideal structure to be attained. The first con- 
ception reduces bociety to the grade of a physical 
org:misln. I t  places social iclatioils under tlie 
saille lam of el olutlon that is clisclosc~d by a s t~ ldy  
of the organic world. But, as Mr. \7Tard truly 
sajs, the l~hilosophy of erolution applied in this 
lnaniler to rociet~ becomes sterile, "becauie, while 
justlj claii~liiig a social science. it falls short of 
ad~llii~ting its conrl~letc homology milh other 
sciences, anti. ~vhi le  denlollstrating tile unlfonnity 
of social as of physical phenonlena, it denies to 
the former that susceptibility to artificial ruodifi- 



cation which, applied to the latter, constitutes 
the only practical valac that scieiicc has for man." 
The s c c o ~ ~ d  conception 01 the social organisin en- 
deavors to correct the error tllris pointcd out. St 
recognizes in  society a power of self-control. It 
adrnits the truth of M. Thiers's sentence, that; 
' the nation is that being which reflects and deter- 
iniiles its own action.' It holds it as 11seless to stop 
one's s t~tdy with a reading of nature, and refuses 
to allow that the p:~rfcctioii of hmntrn conduct 
co~lsists in  follo~ving nature. The jzcs ?rcitzcrae 

finds first its true place w11e11 subordinated to tlie 
, ~ Z L S~ L O I ~ ~ ' ~ L ~ D I L .  

I (lo not .\visit to be drawn from the question in 
hand to a discussion of the general theory of 
sociology, but the ilistinctio~i that has been pointed 
out appears to nie esse~ltial for a just :tpprecintion 
of any sLutly whatever that has lo do with social 
relations. I t  lies back of tlic theory of both 
economics and juriiprudence, and points out the 
inaiiner in rvhich each inay exercise an inflnence 
on the other. If we adopt the view that the 
social organism is subject to the same law of de- 
velopment as a physical organism, our study will 
be crorvned only by negative results. Laissez-
Jcrire ~vould then be logical, and the philosophy of 
anarchy inevitable. But if, on thc other haad, 
me percelve that society rnny have a coilscions 
purpose, me have discovered a scientific basis for 
positive anrl tonstrnct i~ e study. We find that no 
incongimty exists in  uniting the science :md the 
art of iociety in the same tliscipline. The law of 
erolution, with its ' snr\ival o[ the fittest' and its 
' adal~tation to environnleilt,' coines to be the basis 
of a scientific theory of revolution or of reforma- 
tion ; for the fittest type to survile may Ellst exist 
in the conscious purpose of societj, and be real- 
ized by lneans of an environment arbitrarily de- 
tern~ined. 

This view of social relations leatls to certain 
practical results in tlie study oi' economics that 
cannot be overloolied ; and of these, none is per- 
haps Inore iinportant than the n c v  light thrown 
upon the nature and linlitation of legal enact-
irlrnti in the process of social gron th. The sphere 
in ~vhich law exerts a direct influenct, is quite 
iestricted, but within that sphere it becomc~s a 
most eficient agency. Every change in lam 
lllealls a inodification in rights ; and when foniil- 
iar rights are changed, or, what anlounts to the 
iarne thing, svllen new duties are inlposeil, the 
plane of action for all nlernbers of society is ad- 
jnsted to a new idea. In  inany illstances legal 
enactments mldertalre to enforce certain lines of 
conduct on a stubborn niil~ority ; but tliii is not 
alwajs the case, nor ii it the ~lloat fruitful assist- 
ance iendered by 1 ;~w in the reali~ation b j  so~ie ty  

of its conscious purposes. As contrastecl with 
this, it inay ocrur that the entire community is rn 
favor ol soriie nietliod of lwoceclure, and y ~ t  tlie 
practice \\'ill be univeib;tlly disregarded L I I ~ ~ C S S  

granted the sanction of law. This fact, which 
niay at  first see111 strange, is easily understood 
u ~ h e nit is noticed that men are more pov:erfully 
moved by immecliate than by ultiriiate intere~ts, 
an11 that, in  the absence of a law 1\~11icll restrains 
all alike, the fierceness of colnpetition mill lead 
individuals to disregard public opinion, even 
though they admit the rightness of its coniinanils : 
for each man sa j s  to hinlself, .'If I do not do 
this thing, which, I confess, is to tlre pcrrnaiient 
injury oi society, some one else \\ill ; the evil will 
be done, and I wili lose the personal aclvantage of 
t l ~ ccloing of it. But pais a law which restrains 
alike my neighbor ailel myself, and I mill glaclly 
obey it." That is to Lay, public opinion consiclers 
the social interest ; and with this the indiviclual 
interest does not always harmonize. The one 
holils i11 mind the ultimate, the other tht, ilnmedi- 
ate, results : anil the only way in which the social 
purpose can influence the practice of inclivid~~als 
is for law to establish uniformity of action. 
This is the most important nse of lam as an agency 
of reform. The thought has nothi~ig to do with 
'pnternd government,' but is in  perfect harlnoily 
with tlic idea of democracy. I t  is the means by 
wllich the social orgnnibm may realize its con-
scious purpose, and it  needs no wortis of mine to 
show hoci- iniportant is this view of the cfficieilcy 
of law in matters pertaining to illdubtrial orgau- 
ization. The constinctive econoniist is forced to 
adniit its pertinency. 

Unt tllere are other conclusions wl~ich spring 
fronl this idea of social relations, and ~vliich are 
of especial intrrcst because tllcy touch directly 
the grcat econoniic cluestions of the day. This is 
a tiinc w l ~ e n  nluch is heard of industrial re-organ- 
ieation as a means of sol1 ing the social problem ; 
but the le~son taugllt by the foregoing analysis 
is, tlmt, in all iiiatterr pertaining to re-organiza-
tion, it should be lieltl as a first principle to main- 
tain harnlony brtweeii tlre various parts of the 
social order. A stuily of history declares that no 
part of the social htructnre niay be considered as 
gbod or bad in itself. What appears now to be 
wholly pernicious inay once have been capable of 
coinplete clefence. llost of the eoils cxperiencecl, 
ro tar as they spring from established law or per- 
nlanriit custom, rnay bo traced to the fact that 
some right or custonl has outlived its tiine, or that 
some piinciple, in  itself just, fails to be applied to 
all ilepartlueilts of social activity. We need 11oL 
turn the pages of hiitory in qearcl~ of cxamlrles 
of unc3\en and cllyoinetl d c ~  : tlle source elopl~lec~t 



of prevalent complaint is fount1 in the fact that 
the conception of rigllts and duties, of liberties 
and constraints, of privileges and resl?onsibilities, 
T%-hichlies at  the basis of our juridical syst,em? is 
not applied to the highly developed inclustrial sys- 
tem of the present. Difficulties 11a.rre arisen be- 
cause the industrial life and activity of the social 
organism have grown to a dift'erent plane from 
the one wliicli unclerlies the juridical systelil. 
Tlle piston of the social engine demands a longer 
stroke, the shuttle freer play, ant1 the stationary 
settings of the machinery are rapped and battered 
in  consequence. This thought may be ainplifiecl 
by the f o l l o ~ ~ i n g  suggestion, which, u-hile being 
interesting in itself as braring upon the great 
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We have also every reason to believe that it would 
be satisfactory and final. for it consists in the ex- 
tension of a principle well tried in our jural and 
political systelil to the industrial life of men. 

The tenclency of crents has already set in this 
direction. Certain businesses are regarded as of 
a quasi-public character, and on that ground ale 
acljudged to be under the control of tlle la~v.  For 
esalnple : the decisions in the so-called Granger 
cases establisllecl for law. and in public opinion. 
tlie right of thestntes to control railroad property ; 
and the only questioi~ that now renlains pertains 
to the best nle~bod of control. But there is 110 

difference, except in degree, between the railroad 
business and many other lines of business. All 

social question, will serve to further i l l~~s t ra tebusinesses that escape in any nlarlred degree tlle 
how closely are the sciences of jurisprudence and 
of econo~nics related to eacli other. 

The idea of liberty, which is a n  idea geriilane 
to every system of jilrisprudence, finds its best 
practical prebentation in English lam. The pecul- 
iar ieature of tliis English conception of liberty is, 
tliat every man is allowecl full control over his 
own acts on cond~tion of cornplete responsibility 
for all that may ensue from them. This is the 
basis of reiponsible government. I t  is well worked 
out in both crilninal and c i ~  I t  gives color il law. 
to all thought on ireedonl of speech and freedoill 
of the preis. It rests, for its loglcal defence, upon 
the clain1 that tlie exercise oi any power which 
touches tlie lives of others is of the nature of agrant 
to h i u ~  who exercises it. But though thii  theory, 
tliat liberty is only possible under responsible ex- 
ercise 01 power, is in good working-order so far 
as political and jural affairs are conccrnecl, its 
controlling principle has never yet been adequate- 
ly applied to the field of industrial ac t i~ i ty .  The 
most effective power of tlle present day is capital, 
for by ineans of capital the forces of nature are 
brought to serve the industrial purposes of men. 
But all men ~ v h o  work as business-agents must 
conform to the economic law of capital. In  this 
day all must morlr with machinery, or not work 
at  all ; and yet the law of property, which grants 
owilership in capital, does not recognize its public 
cliaracter. The consequeilce is, that we find a 
pomer, which necessarily touches the life of every 
man, managed for purely private ends. This is 
contrary to tlle spirit of English liberty. 

C'ould we carry the principle of responsible 
power over into the field of economics, and so 
adjust n~atters as to realize responsik~le control 
over all econoniic agencies, the iiidnstrial problem 
would, ill my opinion, be as perfectly solved as 
its conditions will atlinit ; and, wlrat is of more 
impc~rtance, such a solution 1%ould be in full har- 
mony n i th  the form of Anglo-Saxon liberties. 

regulat i~e influence of competitive action fall 
under the same rule. The connnu~lity as con- 
sumers may set up a just claim for legal regula- 
tion, and defend the claim by- the doctrine of 
English liberty. This, however, does not touch 
the labor problem, except as laborers are them- 
selves consumers. Still tlie principle of responsi- 
bility is, in my opinion, adeyuate to tlie solution 
of this phase of the question also, though in this 
case it pertains to the relation existing between 
the eniploy-er and tlie employee. The fundamental 
point a t  issue is a question of industrial organiza- 
tion in  the several industries. Private ownership 
in capital must be allowed, in order to secure its 
niost economical administyation : but there is 110 

reason wliy its administration should be irrespon- 
sible. It is from its very nature a social force ; 
ancl not only should the community as a whole 
hare a word to say respecting its management, 
but the employees also, as members of the com- 
munity. This can be done by increasing tlie 
duties of property, which u~ould be equivalent to 
the creation of proprietary rights for the non-pos- 
sessors. I t  is a t  this point, I trust, that American 
econon~icssvill part company ~vi t l l  German social- 
isai. I t  nlay be proper in Germany, where the 
principles underlying tlie juridical system are 
quite different froin those that determine eitlier 
Euglisl~or hnlerican law, to advocate constructive 
socialism ; but it is absurd for one wlio clai~ns to 
be a disciple of the historical scllool of econonly 
to adopt German conclusions in this respect. Our 
entire juridical structure is against it, and it is 
easier to bring our industries into harmony n i t h  
the spirit of our law than to re-organize our 
society from top to bottom, industries included. 
At least, this line of reasoning is a fair illustration 
of the close relation that exists between jnris-
prudence and economics. 

Tliii subject is capeble of indefinite expansion. 
Indeed, 1 h a ~ e  purposely omitted a consideration 



of the most apparent influence of the jural upon 
the industrial system, becanse, in the series to 
which this article belongs, it will tint1 special 
treatment fro111 another point of view. I refel. to 
the effect of the law of property on general clis- 
tribution, and the eBect of distribution -through 
consunlption -upon the entire economy of pro- 
duction. What has been said is suggestive rather 
than conclusive. I t  leads to the col~ception that 
political econonly is a constructive as well as a 
formal study ; that it is a subordinate and not an 
indepenclent study ; and that, so far as jurispn1-
dence is concerned, not only does the jural system 
assist in explaining many facts of industrial life, 
but it may be advantageously used by society in 
the realization of industrial ends. 

HENRYCARTERADBHS. 

ZO~LOGL'Al' THE COLONIAL AND I3JDIAN 
EXHIBITION.' 

Z ~ ~ I , O G I C A Lknowledge is of such fundamental 
importance for the advancement of nlaterial 
prosperity, that the thoughtful visitor to a great 
exhibition may proiitably inquire how high the 
various colonies now represented a t  the exhibition 
estimate a scientific acquaintance with natural 
objects. I t  is a matter for congratulation that 
some of the persons responsible are not of the 
school of Professor Huxley, so far as that dis- 
tinguished naturalist believes that mt3n of science 
are incompetent administrators : the Indian ein- 
pire has as acomnlissioner Dr. Watt, a well-known 
botanist; the Canadian dominion is represented 
by the distinguished geologist, Dr. Selwyn ; and 
the New Zealand court is directed by the e1nint:nt 
zoologist, Dr. Julius von Iaaast. 

On the whole, the zoologist will, me fear, be 
disappointed with the show provided for him. In  
sonle of the courts the specinlens might have 
been turned to better account; in others Inere 
show-cases of brilliant birds, or, still worse, poor 
collections of common shells and corals, are the 
only objective signs of an interest in zoology. 
The idea of having a representation of the fauna 
of a particular district is excellent, and, had it 
been always well carried out, the present exhibi- 
tion would, hoin the naturalist's point of view, 
have been really adnlirable. The best illustration 
of this kind is afforded by South Australia, the 
worst by the Indian empire. The latter exhibits 
so much technical skill in detail, that it is really 
irritating to find the general result so confused 
and ridiculous; a rock-snake on a tree, a crovo-
clile on dry ground, are too trying to our patience. 
Soutll Australia is very good as far  as it goes, but 
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i t  is not free froin the objection to wllich West 
Australia and Queensland are still more obnoxious 
-tho fauna of none of these placeq consists only 
of bircls and mammals. 

A most excellent and instructi\ e show is nlade 
by Kew Zealand, the land of the recently extinct 
Dinornis, the wingless Apteryx, and the curious, 
low, lizard-like Porn1 EIatteria. The Otago uni- 
versity museunl is an inlportant contributor, and 
visitors and experts alike will admire the very 
beautiful specimens of cartilaginous skeletons 
which have been preparetl under the direction of 
Prof. T. JeBery Parker -worthy son of a worthy 
father. Anlong the shark-like fornls here seen, 
shoxilcl be noted especially Notidanus, which is 
remarlcable for having its lower jaw, not nierely 
connected with the skull by the upper half of its 
mandibular arch (as is the case in all pentadactyle 
vertebrates), but also by the hyoicl (as is the case 
in the great majority of fishes), or for, in  other 
urorcls, exhibiting what Professor I-Iuxley has 
called the ' amphistylic ' mode ; Callorhyncllus, 
wllicli is the southern representative of the north- 
ern ' holocephalous ' Chimaera ; and the bony 
Regalecus argenteus, one of the longest of the 
ribbon fishes, a memoir on which by Prof. T. J. 
Parlcer has been lately published by the Zoological 
society of I.oi1do11. Anlong the bil-cls there stands 
in a prominent position an excellent slreleton of 
the gigantic moa (Diizornis maximus) ; there is a n  
interesting group of Apteryx, as well as sorne 
well-stuffed specimens of theavifauna ;the visitor 
may chance to lleara sheep-farmer dilating on the 
enormities of the lrea parrot. There is a good 
collection of dried fis11, and among the spirit 
specimens there are a nuniber of species which, 
having been insufficiently described, mill be glad- 
ly examined by stay-at-home naturalists. Of the 
teaching collections of tile museum, it need only 
be said that they show quite as high a standard 
of preparation as the best to be found in our own 
country. This is quite the best zoological exhibit 
in the whole show, and the excellent preparation 
of the octopus is not the only one which may be 
profitably studied by curators of English museums. 

Perhaps the exhibit which corrles next in in]- 
portance is that of Canada, where there is a really 
fine collection of fish and marine invertebrates, 
all well and carefully catalogued ; the govern-
ment of the dominion is to be cong-ratulated on 
this proof of its interest in natural history. The 
authorities at home may, perhaps, be inclined to 
deduce the moral which presses itself on ourselves ; 
the Canadian government has a department of 
fisheries, to ~vhich, in the year ending June, 1884, 
$llG,S31 were allotted. There are some very fine 
heads of nlai~lnlals in other parts of the Canadian 


